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Remarks 

lit foregoing amendments and Wewlng remares am responsive to tie 
Oeeemdar 28, 2005 Office Ashen, Rsesalideraioa Is respectfully meuestech 

it|liasl!lM.i3ltei 

Claims 1, If and 33 are emended. Claim 44 leeaeeelled without prejudice. 
Claims 1-43 are pending. 

Claims 1 and 22 era amended to clarify the Invention, Support for Ihe 
amendments Is found throughout the specification, and particularly on papa 2- lines 6- 
14, No new matter Is. added, 

Applicants do not acgelesce to the statements made by the Examiner en pape i 
of tea Action wild regard to Applicants eteetioe with traverso. Therefore, no Implication 
whatsoever should he made. 

Claim 33 was objected to as hoinp of tepetsper dependent form for feline to 
further limit the subject mahar of a previous claim and Is amended to overcome tea 
objection. 

Claims 1-3, 6-24 end 28-41 were li^iiM^r 35 vJoidt, § 132(12) as being; 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. S. ; 82?,4§3 {Cross!. Gross relates to defoamiec 
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compositions for aqueous ss /lactam systems, whereas the invention of Claims 7d>; §y 
24 and 76-41 rotates to e nam aqueous nompoehfen. The f#»te pmmm of CSmst 
are added ha an aqueous surfactant to reduce -or eftmmafe foam. Ilia maetlon proaaat 
of Example 1 of Grose (cited oy the Examiner) Is added to an aqueous system. 

The claimed non-aqueous earnpoefitoa 7s formulated to ho applied to a substrate 
he spray appllcetlom add has a vlseoslte suitable for applying to a sahstrato 7y spray 
application obtained by selection of the molecular weight ana qaanthy of the reaction 
pfoduoh Since Gmss fails to disclose a non-aqueous system or composition (to willed 
an ahephaa foam-reducing onantity of the reaction proauct Is added) which has a 
viscosity sahahla for applying to a suhatefe by spray apalcation ohtained hy seioctloa 
of the molecular weight and qoantsty of the reaction product, Gross dees not anticipate 
the subject matter of the above claims, and the refection should he withdrawn:. 
Reeonslderatlaa and withdrawal of the tqieehon Is n§spaobuly requested, 

Stalms 1-20 and 22-40 were rejected under IS U.S.C. § 102(a) or (a) as being 
anticipated hy U.S. Patent No 7307.787 fWlgglns). Wiggins relates to defoamers for 
agaaoas systems, whereas the invention of Claims 7720 and 2240 relates to a noe- 
aqueous composition. The reaction products of Wiggins are added to aqueous 
systems, for example, latexes and latex pains The reaction product -of Example 7 of 
Thlgglns (cited hy the Examiner) is added to an aqueous system. 

The claimed nomagaeous composition Is formulated to he applied to a sehstrate 
hy spray apcUcmhon, and has a viscosity suitable for applying to a substrate hy spray 
application otdalaed by selection of the molecular weight and puantlfy of the reaction 
:••:.>■;,•;.:•<;<,•••; <; \ y\ooo7!:« fails to disclose a : !':(>r : : «au a op s s s system or nornoosltion tip 
which an effective foamomdaclna quantity of the reaction product Is added) which has e 
viscosity suitable for applying tp s substrate by spray application ohtalnad by selection 
of the molecular weight and quantity of the maotlon prpoash Wiggles does not 
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anticipate the subject matter of doe ®fa&m elates, and tide mpofen should be 
withdrawn. Recono;derotbo and widdfawiOof the rdpctlop m respaotfyty requested 

Cdallis 21 and 41 ware rejected ondsr IS U.$P> 1 1W(0) as botnfj unpateatabOo 

OVCs v¥;OOiOs, !!i:0 ^puno-iCsO : : Owk ssvOO-w m<a •■vlp-iitj a.; Ut« li kg.nye.WUWW 0> W Odd 55 - 5 

m mmmwlM hmmn a s if -set forth at length, Wiggins is silent with regard to providing 
a non-onueons composition lip which on aha stive foarpwedciclne qysnfiy of We 
reaclwn product is added) which has a vtseesif suitable for appdyiag to a sobstrafe do 
spray application obtalped: ay sataoiibo df the moiscyiar weight sad gyandty of the 
reaction product and therefore fails to teaoto suggest or provide motivation to reach the 



Therefore, in view of tie adorn 0 wooid not davo dean obvious to ate a 
cooteoyod with 4 EO groups as alleged to arrive at the invaotlop as claimed, and the 
rejection should do wltbbrswm Reccasidarahop and withdrawal of the rejection Is 
respectfully requested. : ; 

m^gm^M^M^xm^¥ ®> u.s.c § 103(a) 

Clali'ns "041 wore rejected under as being unpatentable over Claires fW and 10 
of 108. p-atent No.. 8,§8&185 (Wiggles Id and y«der36 IJ,S,0, | 1 03(a) being 
unpatentable over Wiggins II Wiggins II relates to defoamers for agoeoos systems, 
whereas the Invention of Cdalms IW1 relates to a ooo-agaeooa coropoalboo Claire 1 of 
OVipalna si gvno*! which rtialros WO and 10 daoaoon Includes a wedywnsoiubie Ilauld 
carrier (tor esaPipW paraffin old capable of dissolving component (a). Wiggins, 
bowevso Is silent with regard to providing a non-aqueous composition (to which an 
edectde foanwrededng gaantlOwof the reaefioa product Is addedPwblch has a viscosity 
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suitable for applying to a substrate by spray application obtained by selection of the 
moiecularweight arid aua«t!ty of the reac-lion product, and therefore falls to teach, 
suggest or provide motivation to mseh tie ioveotlotv as claimed In Claims 

Ibititerb, lb view of the above, the claims are patentahiy distinct from Wiggins 
N, and the obviousness (Section 103) end double patenting rejection should fee 
withdrawn. Reconsideration end withdrawal of the re|eeion is fespetdfuly asqyosted,: 

Claims 1 -43 were rejected as being ynpefehlefela over Claims 1-20 and 22 of 
IIS, Patent No, 6,072,691 (Brown), Brown relates to Ink compositions and methods ol 
use therefor. There Is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation provided by Brown to 
provide a non-aqueous composition (to which an effective foam-reducing quantity of the 
reaction product is added) which has a viscosity suitable for applying to a substrata by 
spray application obtained by selection of the moleculer weight and quantity of the 
reaction product as in Claims 1>40. Themfore, the subject matter of Claims 1 -43 Is not 
rendered obvious (or anticipated) in view of Brown, in view of the lack of teephldl* 
suggestion or motivation from Brown, the rejection should be withdrawn, 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are respeaffbiiy requested. 

Fees 

A Petition lor a Three-Month Extension of Time is enclosed, hie additional fees 
era believed due, but the Commissioner is authorised to change (or credit any balanea) 
any foes deemed duo (or owing) to Deposit Account Me, 00-1 177, 

i is respectfully submitted that Claims 1-43 are in condition for allowance. A 
Notice of Allowance Is mspeoffuliy requested, if anything further is needed to advance 
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inealowance of this application, the Examiner is urged to contact Applicants 1 atto 
at m talepnoae number Invested ealew. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Attorney for Applicants 
Raaistratlon No. 36,014 
Telephone: (21 5} 628-1474 
Facsimile: (21 5} 628-1 345 



Cognie Corporation 
300 Brooloslda Avenue 
AmUm, PA 10002 



